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The Italian writers think, nevertheless, that the phenome-
non of the application of a law created by a foreign state still
presents a problem, and on independent grounds eminent
critics of Beale's theory in this country think the same. In the
opinion once proposed and then revoked by Anzilotti, which
has been perpetuated by others, a foreign rule cannot be ap-
plied unless it has been appropriated by the state of the forum
and transformed into a domestic rule.56
This theory of "material reception" of foreign law supposes
an untenable fiction. Nobody really believes that Norwegian
marriage law is made the law of Oklahoma, just for the pur-
pose of deciding in Oklahoma whether the parties years ago
celebrated a valid marriage in Oslo. Where one party sues for
annulment, a Norwegian enactment intervening in the mean-
time and modifying the conditions of annullability of previous
marriages, is applicable,57 clearly because the Norwegian law
and not that of the forum governs.
Another opinion is that the foreign rule is adopted by
"formal reception" only; the conflicts rule is construed as
implying that the foreign rule is inserted into the body of the
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